naroia leisberg Eye ^tstov/n, Md. 20734 
October 13, 1966 

m he Editor 

The ounday ^jmes Gagazine 
London, England, 

Sear S±r , 

It ha, t*. , «*.«. literary ,i„ toour.,, M „,, a to 

thoroughness. r+- < • x. „ 

It i, * tad testa -,1th non-fiction, .specially ,hsn deal. , ith , h9 
nettonel honor and trinity. „bout this one need. la. dor Ink; disinterest and 
detachment. ,.no 1, not to fool the poundlr.^blood elien hie president 1, killed ,„a 
conslened to history nth tb, dubious epitaph of a fake ln,uos«. Thus you feult „y 
book kHITaWaSH: -THE REPORT Off THE 'ARPjJN REPORT as "hot tempered" ana by this device 
avoid all mention of its contents end what it has accomplished. This is your indubitable 
rieht. but I surest s review of British writings o« .taller topic, ,111 rs.,,1 thst 
you. to your oredlt, olso hay. feelings snd hove hot showed 1. ..pressing ,ho». 

four October 9 ortlcl, 1, significant snd Important, d.spl,. , h o unojrtunot, 
Ineoourory thst w characterizes it snd cost of .hot is written about the Lesslns- 
tlon and it, Investigation. Had you rs.d .iliXTEllAai instead 0 f condemning 1, on, of 
bsnd because it ssthor dare no, to be an intell.otuol ennucb you could hcvo .voided 
then,/ They are varying magnitudes end ere no, ell of opinion, should you so desire 
I Mll enumerate the, snd cite you the of dole! evideno. In proof. My bo?ok .lone Is 
entirely restricted to this official evidence. 

S 0 me of the error is understandable * a time when you luxuriating in the 

prees-agentry. I prefer as an American, however, with or without hot 

temoer, that the facts be as accurate as it is within the capacity of man to state 
them. 

the his, oriel record straight, the first bocks were those by Leo Ssuvsge 
sud ... %« ,o, completed lh mldJrebrerj 1905, published in . United edition in 
August of that year, snd in the first of the to date tour prl vetel, -printed edition, 
the scenes, of which ,,s of 5.000 on Ms, 9 of this year. With no advertising, taprov- 
ized distribution and seriously handicapped by its format, it is still the work that 



laid the basis of credibility aad acceptability for those that followed and added 

nothing of fundamental import to its revelations and collectively do not approximate 
its content. 

It is by no means correct to state as you do that if that single magical bullet 
could have or did inflict all seven non- fatal injuries on ;oth the President and the 
Governor, "the official verdict of the crime can stand". It is but one of only too 
many flaws on which it cannot stand. It is likewise without foundation in the 
Commission’ s own "best evidence", as you infer on the some page, that Oswald had 
to be one of the assassins if there were more than one, as this same "best evidence" 
proves adundantly and deduntantly. 

Nor is it a fair representation to say only that the Commission merely 
"regarded as the most credible (that) the first shot was fired" at a certain point 
and drop it there. The Report actually states, "Although it is not essential to any 
findings of the Commission to determine just which shot hit Governor Connally...(page 
19). unless it could conclude with finality that he was struck by this first one only 
tt could not conclude that there was a single assassin, for at least two shot* struck 
the President, one missed the motorcade entirely, and the so-called fatal shot could 
not possible have struck the governor, ?ou will find this amplified at length in my 
chapter "The dumber of Sots", the only exhaustive analysis of this subject. 

frame 207 is not, according to the Report and the evidence, "the earliest 
moment Kennedy could have been bp an uimdd shot from the Depository..." Frame 210 
is. Should you desire, I'll amplify this for you. In this connection I should like to 
refer you to the revelation in WHITEWASH in both text (page 45) and appendix (pegs 206) 
that this and the adjacent frames have been physically removed from the reproduction 
purportedly seriatim of the Zanruder film in Exhibit S85, thenonly frames so destroyed. 
The alterations in frames 207 and 212 are obvious. The film was poorly spliced. 

ihe medical evidence is contrary to the presumption that a delayed reaction web 



"perfectly possible "with the Governor. 



It is only technically true that the photographs of the president’s garments 
you use "were not included in the Barren Report". Other similar ones were, despite 
the succesful press agentry. Look in the first volume of exhibits. You’ll find five 
similar ones. It is likewise wrong to say that "the medical drawing - again not shown 
in the Warren Report; etch, for it is Exhibit 385 from Volume 16 and I reproduce it 
on page 196. It is possible to bo unfair to the Commission, but it is not necessary 
to invalidate the Report* 

Despite his certification, which I reproduce in facsimile on page 187, the 
autopsy doctor did not destroy his "notes". I would have thought your paper nUd 
have been the 1.-st to repeat this error, even though other writers did not benefit 
from your experience. V-hat Dr. %nes swore he burned is the first handwritten draft 
of the autopsy (my pages 183ff.). The nature of the substantive changes between the 
final version and the existing handwritten version, some of which I reproduce in 

facsimile on page 198, is the difference batwe -m front rand back, high and low, day 
and night. 

Another presistent error is that D r ,.Il tae3 executed the schematic diagram that 
shoes the President's rear nofr-fetsl wound was in the back (as does much other evidence 
I assemble on pago 185). lthough the other bioks so state, it is untrue. The only one 
man in the world established by the evidence not to have "filled up" this chart is 
Dr, ^umes, who swore one of his associates did. 

Y 0 ur quotation from the FBI report is consistent with the emphasis of other 
writing, but it omits a moat significant fact, that thi 3 FBI Report also says 
different2 bullets struck the ^resident and the Governor and that it accounts for 
all three bullets the Commission acknowledges were fired without accounting for the 
one known to have missed entirely. It also ignores the front neck wound. T 0 rae> these 
things are suite shocking. 

xhere is no evidence that the wh61e bullet was ,r found on a stretcher”, I treat 
this in great detail ( pages 161-2, 171), the man who discovered it specifically 



refused to as, th.t sad Weed d,o«„d unde, oeth ■ I » 6olns l0 tsU 



you a 11 1 



I ’“ not solns *° t,n »«" *<««*■« i i.y ,„ d aleap nigh, 

with either." 



lour amount of the Picture „f Oseold ,ith the rifle ..fortunately , n _ 
complete. I alone have the rest of the story (peges 8C-2). There sere t»0 similar 

Pictures, the negatives to both of vbich .era seised by the polio. and inventoried. 
One "disappeared" and ,.s .old to the praea. T hl „ a8 y „„ ^ ,, „ ot la 

the Report. I am not a.ar. that the members of the CeMesion Itnee lt> either. 

T»o other thing, you say about the -single-bullet" theory are not factual. 

"Its most powerful advocate among the Oomi cion's staff Layers" not No™. 
Redllch but Arl.n Specter. And it 1. not true that "g-.eald's guilt must stand 

or fall" .1th it. only too man, other things disprove his guilt, if the Octisslon.s 
"best evidence" is to be credited. 

In closing, despite the unfortunate end unnetessnry error in ,our length, 
article, I do .ant to commend you, if the commendation or a "hot-tempered" ondmoans 
anything, far the attention have given the subject end the generous investment 
o« njp'ce. "hat 1, very much in order no. is e free and open dialog.., unnulled by 
second-hand epithets and beaed solidly upon svldence, not vested .my,-,-.,,,-, 
commercial interests. 

Sincerely, 



^arold -‘eisberg 

P.R. I delivered e». of ,h, first loo copies of my Pool to your V.nshlngton corre.pondeu, 
on May 9. If he he, not sent It to you, on, is av.llabl. from „ gnglirt, agent, Ur. 
Gordon Harbord, 53 St. Martin's Lane, n ondon : V%a 



